STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harpreet Singh

355, Friends Colony,

Jassian Road (G.T. Road side),

Ludhiana-141008

 



           …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone–A,

Ludhiana.

 



                    ..…Respondent

CC  3828/12

Order

Head Via Videoconferencing

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harpreet Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. J.S. Sekhon, Supdt. 


In the instant case, vide application dated 30.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Harpreet Singh had sought the details i.e. name and address of the institutions / Hospitals / Charitable Trusts which were exempted from payment of House Tax including the year of commencement of such exemption.   He had further sought to know the section of the relevant statute which provided for such exemption from payment of House Tax to the above said organisations.


The present complaint had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 06.12.2012.


Vide communication dated 11.02.2013, Sh. Harpreet Singh had submitted though complete information on point no. 2 stood supplied, information in respect of Para 1(a), (b) and (c) i.e. i.e. name and address of the institutions / Hospitals / Charitable Trusts which were exempted from payment of House Tax including the year of commencement of such exemption, was incomplete.


When the case came up for hearing on 26.02.2013, Respondent had assured the Commission that this information would also be provided to the complainant by registered post, within a week’s time.   


Today, complainant made a statement that complete information to his satisfaction stands provided and that he has no objection if the case is closed and disposed of. 


Accordingly, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  16.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana


 



             …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone-A,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone-A,

Ludhiana.



                                ..…Respondents

AC 1707/12 
Order

Head Via Videoconferencing

Present:
For the appellant: Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, advocate.


For the respondents: Sh. Rajeev Bhardwaj, Supdt. 


Vide application dated 23.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Rohit Sabharwal had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005, with reference to Para 9(b) & (c) of the order dated 17.01.2012 passed by the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in COCP No. 1299/09: -

1.
Total No. of matters reported to the local police by the Corporation;

2.
Total No. of encroachers on whom penalty of Rs. 500/- per day has been imposed by the Corporation;

3.
Total No. of encroachers on whom penalty not less than Rs. 10,000/- per week has been imposed by the Corporation;


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 124/ATP-B dated 05.10.2012; 369/APIO-C/DRG dated 10.10.2012;  No. 3224/ATRO dated 10.10.2012; and No. 1429/ATO/RTI/D dated 10.10.2012 had provided the information. 


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority had been filed on 01.10.2012 whereas the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission.


Copies of Memo. No. 39/TBS dated 16.01.2013 from APIO, Zone B of the Corporation; and No. 37/TBS dated 16.01.2013 from APIO, Zone A of the Corporation had been received from the respondents whereby some information was stated to have been provided to the applicant-appellant.


When the case came up for hearing on 26.02.2013, Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, present on behalf of the applicant-appellant, had stated that complete information only in respect of Zone ‘C’ had been received while information provided by Zone A and B was incomplete and unattested as well.   She had further submitted that no information from Zone D has been received in response to the application.


Sh. Rajiv Bhardwaj, Supdt. and Ms. Kanwaljit Kaur, APIOs who were present on behalf of the respondents assured the Commission that complete information as per the application dated 23.08.2012 would be provided to the applicant-appellant within a week’s time by registered post.


It was, however, observed that no one had put in appearance on behalf of PIO, Zone ‘D’ of the Corporation and no information had been received by the applicant from this Zone.    Taking into account the lackadaisical approach of the respondent PIO, Ms. Isha Kalia, IAS, Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone D, Ludhiana who was also stated to be the designated PIO, was issued a show cause notice.  She was directed to file an affidavit making detailed written submissions explaining the delay caused in providing the information, failing which, it was made clear, further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    She was further directed to ensure that complete relevant information duly attested was provided to Sh. Sabharwal, the applicant-appellant, by registered post, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.


Neither any reply to the show cause notice has been received from Ms. Isha Kalia, nor has she cared to appear before the Commission despite clear directions in this regard.


One last opportunity is afforded to Ms. Isha Kalia to appear before the Commission at Chandigarh on 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM and make written submissions in response to the show cause notice, failing which further action according to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 shall be initiated, which should be noted carefully. 


To come up on 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM at Chandigarh. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  16.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Shimla Garg & Er. Arun Garg,

No. 40, Central Town,

V. Daad,

P.O. Lalton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022
 



             …Appellants
Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana,

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.



                                ..…Respondents

AC 1720/12
Order

Head Via Videoconferencing

Present:
Appellant Sh. Arun Garg in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Surinder Kaur, Sub-Inspector


In the case n hand, vide application dated 09.05.2012 addressed to respondent No. 1, Ms. Shimla Garg and Er. Arun Garg had sought information on ten points regarding complaint no. 68 dated 05.12.2011 sent by post to the respondent, wherein statement of the applicant had been taken by ASI In charge, PP Lalton, under PS Sadar, Ludhiana in February, 2012 under the RTI Act, 2005.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority had been filed on 23.06.2012 whereas the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission.


When the case was taken up for hearing on 26.02.2013, while Sh. Arun Garg had stated that no response had been received from the respondents to the application dated 09.05.2012 seeking the information, the respondents had submitted that investigation in the matter had been concluded only the previous day and the report for final approval had been forwarded to the Deputy Commissioner of Police.   They had assured the Commission that the requisite information would be provided to the applicants very shortly.


Both the appellant and the respondent are at variance regarding the information provided.   While Ms. Surinder Kaur, present on behalf of the respondent, stated that complete information has already been provided, Sh. Arun Garg, the appellant stated that no point-wise information has been provided by the appellant and only copies of certain documents have been provided which are stated to be containing the information.


Respondent is afforded another opportunity to provide the appellants point-wise complete, specific, duly attested, information according to RTI application dated 09.05.2012 within a fortnight.


To come up on 30.04.2013 at 2.00 PM at Chandigarh. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  16.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amar Nath,

B-7-633,

Mandi Kesar Ganj,

Ludhiana-141008

 



             …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.
 


                                ..…Respondents

AC  1802/12
Order

Head Via Videoconferencing

Present:
Appellant Sh. Amar Nath in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Ranjeev Kumar, Supdt. 


In this  case, vVide application dated 25.06.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Amar Nath had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to Property at Block-XIX Col. Gurdial Singh Road VIII Ludhiana: -


1.
Whether the said property is subject to House Tax?


2.
If yes, the amount of House Tax charged annually;


3.
Who is the present owner of the property?

4.
Whether the property has been transferred to the name of the present owner?   If yes, copy of the document on the basis whereof it was transferred in the name of the present owner;

5.
Name of Superintendent permitting such transfer;

6.
Name of Inspector who inspected the property before transfer, along with certified copy of the visit / inspection report;

7.
Built-up area of the property. 


Vide order dated 17.09.2012, the first appeal had been ordered to be disposed of by the First Appellate Authority, taking cognizance of the fact that the requisite information stood provided by the APIO, Zone-D vide his letter No. A/220/RTI/SZD/D dated 10.09.2012; however, a copy of the first appeal was not available on the file.


The Second Appeal had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 05.12.2012.


On 26.02.2013, when the case came up for hearing, no one had appeared on behalf of the respondents nor had any communication been received from them.    Sh. Amar Nath, the appellant had stated that the requisite information had not been made available to him so far.    He had also denied receipt of the communication dated 10.09.2012 from the respondent whereby the information was stated to have been provided to him.  Noting that the approach of the PIO was clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005, Ms. Isha Kalia, IAS, Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone D, Ludhiana who was also stated to be the designated PIO, was issued a show cause notice.  She was directed to file an affidavit making detailed written submissions explaining the delay caused in providing the information, failing which, it was recorded, further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    She was further directed to ensure that complete relevant information duly attested was provided to Sh. Amar Nath, the applicant-appellant, by registered post, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.


Both the parties differ on the point of information sought and provided.


Neither any reply to the show cause notice has been received from Ms. Isha Kalia, nor has she cared to appear before the Commission despite clear directions in this regard.


One last opportunity is afforded to Ms. Isha Kalia to appear before the Commission at Chandigarh on 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM and make written submissions in response to the show cause notice, failing which further action according to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 shall be initiated, which should be noted carefully. 


Respondent PIO is afforded another opportunity to provide the appellant point-wise complete, specific, duly attested, information according to RTI application dated 25.06.2012 within a fortnight.


To come up on 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM at Chandigarh. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  16.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

No. 60-35-P/330,

Street No. 8, 

Maha Singh Nagar,

Daba Lohara Road,

P.O. Dhandari  Kalan,

Ludhiana-141014

 



             …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.


2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.
 


                                ..…Respondents

AC  1809/12
Order

Head Via Videoconferencing

Present:
Appellant Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia in person.


For the respondents: Sh. Balwinder Singh, XEN, Zone ‘C’


Vide application dated 01.10.2012, Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia had sought from the respondent various information on seven points pertaining to tractors being used by it in each ward for the last five years.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority had been filed on 02.11.2012 whereas the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission.


When the case was taken up for hearing on 26.02.2013, Sh. Rajinder Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, had stated that the requisite information had been mailed to the applicant by registered post on 23.02.2013.   He had further submitted that the information sought had to be collected from the Heads of various departments and compiled and hence, it took some time.    Since the appellant had denied receipt of any such communication, a copy thereof had been handed over to him by the respondent. 


Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, the applicant-appellant had agitated that only a nano part of the information had been provided and that the information provided was far from complete.  At this, the respondent had assured the Commission that they would endeavour to provide point-wise complete information to the applicant within a period of ten days. 


Sh. Dhamotia submitted that information in respect of Health and B & R (Horticulture) Branch of the respondents is still pending.


Respondent PIO is afforded another opportunity to provide the appellant point-wise complete, specific, duly attested, information according to RTI application dated 01.10.2012 within a period of three weeks.


Respondent PIOs of Health and B & R (Horticulture) Branch are directed to provide the relevant information to the appellant and to make written submissions while appearing before the Commission at Chandigarh on the next date fixed. 


To come up on 14.05.2013 at 2.00 PM at Chandigarh. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  16.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Lt. Col Bant Singh (Retd.)

Member, Gram Panchayat,

Ghungrana (Ludhiana).




       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Pakhowal Block,

Ludhiana.

 



                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  50/13
Order

Heard via videoconferencing

Present:
Complainant Lt. Col. Bant Singh (Retd.) in person.


None for the respondent. 


In this case, vide application dated 11.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Bant Singh had sought information under the RTI Act, 2005 about the disposal of the material on dismantling the existing roof and reconstruction thereof in the animal hospital, upon receipt of grant of Rs. 1,00,000/- for the same.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 12.12.2012.


Sh. Jaswant Singh, Panchayat Secretary, who had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent on 12.03.2013 when the case came up for hearing, was not clear about the facts of the case and had, therefore, been afforded another opportunity to inform the complainant as well as the Commission about the disposal of solid wastes during the above said exercise.


While the complainant submitted that the information is yet to be received from the respondent, no one has put in appearance on behalf of the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Pakhowal Block, Ludhiana.


In the interest of justice, one last opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to provide the complainant point-wise complete, specific, duly attested, information according to RTI application dated 11.09.2012 within a month’s time.


To come up on 05.06.2013 at 2.00 PM via video-conferencing. 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  16.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Damini Sharma,

House No. 403, Sector 6,

Panchkula-134109

 



       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o S.H.O.

PS Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.
 




                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  60/13
Order

Heard via videoconferencing

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Ms. Surinder Kaur, Sub-Inspector. 


Vide application dated 25.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Damini Sharma had sought the following information pertaining to a complaint filed with it by her husband Sh. Harish Sharma in April-May, 2010 claiming ownership of Flat No. 3GF, Swami Vivekanand Vihar, Block-A, BRS Nagar, Ludhiana, under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Copy of complaint along with a copy of Sale-Purchase Agreement;

2.
Copy of outcome of investigation / settlement.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 12.12.2012.


On 12.03.2013. Ms. Surinder Kaur, Sub-Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondents, had stated that the requisite information had been sent to the applicant vide their letter no. 199 dated 28.12.2012 and that reports received from the SSP Ludhiana (Rural) and SHO Sarabha Nagar had also been sent to the applicant vide letter no. 59 dated 07.03.2013 a copy whereof had also been placed on record.


Complainant was not present nor had any communication been received from her.  However, to ensure end-use of the information, respondent PIO was directed to send another set of information to Ms. Damini Sharma by hand and to present a copy of the acknowledgement received for the same, today. 

 
Ms. Surinder Kaur, Sub-Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered written acknowledgment dated 14.03.2013 from Ms. Damini Sharma, the complainant, regarding receipt of complete information to her satisfaction.


Accordingly, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  16.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Buta Singh Bairagi,

Baba Banda Singh Bahadur Bhawan,

Village Raqba,

Mandi Mullanpur

Ludhiana.


 



       …Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Town Planner,

Ludhiana.
2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Public Works Department (B&R)

Ludhiana.




                    ..…Respondents
CC No.  89/13

Order

Heard via videoconferencing

Present:
Complainant Sh. Buta Singh Bairagi in person.
For the respondent: Sh. N.S. Mann on behalf of respondent no. 1; and Sh. Taranjit Singh Arora, SDO for respondent no. 2. 


In the instant case, vide application dated 01.08.2012 addressed to the PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, Sh. Buta Singh Bairagi  had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
A list of all offices / buildings under the jurisdiction of your department in the city;

2.
A copy of the GO vide which bylaws specified under the PWD Act of 1995 were intimated to your department;

3.
Details of all the standard facilities for barrier free access made available for the persons with disability, vide benefit under Chapter VIII of the PWD Act, 1995 in buildings / offices mentioned in 1; 

4.
For each of the buildings / offices mentioned n 1, please state if the same was constructed / renovated in compliance with the bylaws under the PWD Act 1995 and the building bylaws; 

5.
List of civil work conducted on the aforementioned buildings (address at 1) and the cost of each such work for the financial period 2012 to 2012;

6.
For each of the public works executed as mentioned in 5, please provide a copy of the approved plan, Measurement Book; 

7.
For each of the public works executed as mentioned in 6, please provide a copy of the approved plan, facilities for providing barrier free access for PWDs; 

8.
Intimate suitable date and time when I could inspect the facilities specified in 7 above; 

9.
Where renovation / construction was done in contravention of bylaws mentioned in the PWD Act of 1995, mention name of the officer who approved such a plan;

10.
What is the departmental action proposed against such officer (as in 9 above)

11.
For the current financial year of 2012-13, provide me a list of proposed civil works / renovations planned for in the above said offices, with details as to how much is being allocated to make the existing buildings and places of public accesses barrier free and easy and independent access; 


Vide Memo. No. 3394 dated 08.08.2012, the applicant had been informed of the shortfall of Rs. 5/- and subsequently, vide Memo. dated 10.10.2012, the application of the applicant had been transferred to the District Town Planner, Ludhiana.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 13.12.2012.


When the case came up for hearing on 12.03.2013, complainant was not present nor had any communication been received from him.  However, Sh. Gurmeet Singh, JE, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated that the DTP was away to Hyderabad on one month’s training.  He had further stated that vide communication dated 08.11.2012, the complainant had been informed that this information was not in their domain.  He, however, had stated that the information was probably connected with the Public Works Department.


He was afforded an opportunity to apprise the Commission about the exact position in the matter and in case the information pertained to any other department, the application of the complainant was directed to be transferred to the said authority in accordance with relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. 


Sh. N.S. Mann, appearing on behalf of the respondent no. 1 reiterated that the information in question pertains to PWD (B&R) and they have already transferred the application to the PIO in the said department.    Sh. Taranjit Singh Arora, SDO is present on behalf of respondent no. 2 and seeks three weeks’ time to provide the complainant the requisite information, which is granted and ordered accordingly.


To come up on 21.05.2013 at 2.00 PM at Chandigarh. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  16.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Buta Singh Bairagi,

Baba Banda Singh Bahadur Bhawan,

Village Raqba,

Mandi Mullanpur

Ludhiana.


  



            …Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Town Planner,

Ludhiana.

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Public Works Department (B&R)

Ludhiana.




                    ..…Respondents

CC No.  90/13

Order

Heard via videoconferencing

Present:
Complainant Sh. Buta Singh Bairagi in person.

For the respondent: Sh. N.S. Mann on behalf of respondent no. 1; and Sh. Taranjit Singh Arora, SDO for respondent no. 2. 


Vide application dated 01.08.2012 addressed to the PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, Sh. Buta Singh Bairagi  had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Facilities provided for People with Disability (PWD) to access the bus / train arriving at platform No. (No. of the platform);

2.
Approved layout of the building and please indicate on the same the facility provided for PWD to access the services on all floors;

3.
State if the building has been built in compliance of the bylaws mentioned in the PWD Act of 1995;

4.
If any violations of the PWD Act of 1995 have been noticed in the existing building, what action has been taken to remedy the same?   Also provide an action taken report. 


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 13.12.2012.


Through inadvertence, the notice in this case had been sent to the PIO, office of District Town Planner, Ludhiana which had been corrected.  Accordingly, PIO, office of the District Transport Officer, Ludhiana was directed to provide Sh. Bairagi complete information as per his application dated 01.08.2012 as noted hereinabove and inform the Commission accordingly.   He was also directed to be personally present in today’s hearing.


Sh. N.S. Mann, appearing on behalf of the respondent no. 1 reiterated that the information in question pertains to PWD (B&R) and they have already transferred the application to the PIO in the said department.    Sh. Taranjit Singh Arora, SDO is present on behalf of respondent no. 2 and seeks three weeks’ time to provide the complainant the requisite information, which is granted and ordered accordingly.


To come up on 21.05.2013 at 2.00 PM at Chandigarh. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.








    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  16.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Narain Sav

Plot No. 666, New Dashmesh Nagar,

Ayanli Kalan,

Near Govt. Dispensary,

Partap-pura Hambran Road,

Ludhiana.

 




       …Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.
2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o S.H.O.


Police Station Division No. 4,


Ludhiana.




                    ..…Respondents
CC No.  104/13
Order

Heard via videoconferencing

Present:
Complainant Sh. Naraian Sav in person.


For the respondents: Ms. Surinder Kaur, Sub-Inspector. 


In the present case, vide application dated 21.11.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Narain Sav had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
I had made a complaint on 05.12.2009 with the Police Post Jagatpuri.   Please provide an attested copy of the report (complaint) and the DDR;

2.
On 05.12.2009, I was subjected to medical examination with Book No. 921 MLR/BN/173/09 dated 05.12.2009.  Please provide me an attested copy of the same;

3.
Provide attested copies of the complaints made to SSP, Ludhiana; and DIG, Ludhiana with ref. No. DIG/LR dated 05.04.2010; and CR-4017, DR 871/Post dated 24.03.2010, sent by post on 24.02.2010;

4.
An attested copy of my statement recorded in July 2010 by HC Harinder Singh @ Pappu, at PP Jagatpuri, Ludhiana;

5.
An attested copy of my statement recorded by HC Harinder Singh @ Pappu, and Constable Gurmel, in the PP Jagatpuri, Ludhiana;


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 18.12.2012.


On 12.03.2013, during the hearing, Ms. Surinder Kaur, Sub-Inspector had stated that the information pertained to the PS Div. No. 4, Ludhiana.  As such, PIO, office of the S.H.O. PS Div. No. 4, Ludhiana had been impleaded as a respondent who was directed to provide the relevant information to Sh. Narain Sav as per his application dated 21.11.2012, as noted hereinabove and inform the Commission accordingly.   He was also directed to be personally present in today’s hearing.


Ms. Surinder Kaur, Sub-Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondents, alleged that during his visit to the respondent office, Sh. Narain Sav managed to take along all the relevant records and he be directed to return the same.   However, Sh. Narain Sav, denied the allegations and stated that they were coining a new story to evade providing the requisite information.


The issue of allegations and counter-allegations is not within the purview of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, respondent is directed to provide the complainant point-wise complete, specific, duly attested, information according to RTI application dated 21.11.2012 within a month’s time.


To come up on 29.05.2013 at 2.00 PM at Chandigarh. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  16.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. LD Gupta,

106, Panchseel Enclave,

Opp. Octroi Post,

Lal Bagh,

Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana-142021.
 




       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

 



                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  146/13

Order

Heard via videoconferencing

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Kapoor Din, Sr Asstt. 


Vide application dated 02.11.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. L.D. Gupta had sought various information on nine points pertaining to Gian Singh Rarewala Market, near Preet Palace Cinema, Ludhiana, under the RTI Act, 2005.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 20.12.2012.


On 12.03.2013, neither the complainant was present nor had any communication been received from him.  


Sh. Inderjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had submitted that part information had been sent to the applicant-complainant vide their letter dated 01.01.2013 and that the remainder information would also be made available to him within a week’s time. 


While respondent stated that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant by registered post on 25.03.2013, a fax message received from the applicant-complainant narrates a different story that the requisite information has not so far been provided to him by the appellant and that appropriate action according to the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 be taken against the respondent. 


Respondent is directed to send another set of the information to the complainant by registered post and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed.


To come up on 08.05.2013 at 2.00 PM at Chandigarh. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  16.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Meenakshi Sharma,

House No. 1028/8, Gali No. 8,

Vishav Karma Colony,

Basti Jodhewal (Ludhiana)




           …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Ludhiana.

 



                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  223/13
Order

Heard via videoconferencing

Present:
None for the complainant. 


For the respondent: Sh. Gurjot Singh, Dy. DEO (SE)


In this case, 
vide application dated 12.11.2012 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Meenakshi Sharma had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: 

1.
How many Service books of the vocational masters are lying in your office?   Since when?  Please provide their names and place of posting stating reasons for the same.

2.
Whether the pay-scales of vocational masters have been recommended to be 5800-9200 by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India / Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court?

3.
A copy of the order of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High court consenting on the pay-scales of the vocational masters to be 6400-10640 w.e.f. 01.01.1996.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 27.12.2012.


When the case came up for hearing on 12.03.2013, neither the complainant was present nor had any communication been received from her.  


Sh. Gurjot Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had submitted that the information had been sent to the applicant-complainant by registered post on 08.03.2013.


To await acknowledgement / confirmation from the complainant, the case was posted to date i.e. April 16, 2013.


Today again, the complainant is absent and nothing to the contrary has been heard from her.  Apparently, she has received the information and is satisfied with the same. 


Accordingly, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  16.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurdeep Singh Kalli

s/o Sh. Karnail Singh,

Ward No. 1,

Tehsil Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana-141416




       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Payal (Ludhiana).
 



                    ..…Respondent

CC No.  251/13
Order

Heard via videoconferencing

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Mohinder Pal, SDM, Payal. 


In the case in hand, vide application dated 29.08.2012 addressed to  the respondent, Sh. Gurdeep Singh had sought to know the total land of Shamlat / Mustarka Malkan land in the city of Payal.   He had further sought to know as to who is in possession of the same and since when.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 27.12.2012.


On 12.03.2013, Respondents had submitted that the applicant-complainant had been communicated the position in response to his application dated 29.08.2012, who, on the other hand, had stated that no written information had been provided to him by the respondent.


Respondent PIO - Sh. Mohinder Pal Gupta, SDM was directed to provide the requisite information in black and white within a month’s time, apart from being personally present in today’s hearing.


Sh. Mohinder Pal, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that the information in question related to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Payal who has since provided the same to the complainant.  A written acknowledgement from Sh. Gurdeep Singh Kalli has been shown to the coordinator who has confirmed the same.


Accordingly, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  16.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
